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desk, and I ask for their first reading 
en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bills by title for the 
first time en bloc. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 1775) to address gun violence, im-

prove the availability of records to the Na-
tional Instant Criminal Background Check 
System, address mental illness in the crimi-
nal justice system, and end straw purchases 
and trafficking of illegal firearms, and for 
other purposes. 

A bill (H.R. 3237) making emergency sup-
plemental appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2021, and for other pur-
poses. 

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. I now ask for a 
second reading, and I object to my own 
request, all en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion having been heard, the bills will 
receive their second reading on the 
next legislative day. 

f 

CELEBRATING THE 149TH 
ANNIVERSARY OF ARBOR DAY 

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Mr. President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary be discharged 
from further consideration and the 
Senate now proceed to S. Res. 194. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 194) celebrating the 

149th anniversary of Arbor Day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to proceeding to the meas-
ure? 

There being no objection, the com-
mittee was discharged, and the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. I know of no 
further debate on the measure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
is no further debate, the question is on 
agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution (S. Res. 194) was 
agreed to. 

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. I ask unani-
mous consent that the King amend-
ment to the preamble at the desk be 
agreed to, that the preamble, as 
amended, be agreed to, and that the 
motions to reconsider be considered 
made and laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the amendment to the pre-
amble? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The amendment (No. 1875) was agreed 

to as follows: 
(Purpose: To amend the preamble) 

In the preamble, strike the tenth whereas 
clause and insert ‘‘Whereas sustainably 
grown wood can be used in a wide variety of 
resilient infrastructure and building applica-
tions—from traditional timber framing to 
high-tech mass timber—and as a natural, re-
newable, and biodegradable material, the 
significant use of wood building materials in 
buildings and bridges helps decrease global 
carbon emissions;’’. 

The preamble, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

The resolution, with its preamble, as 
amended, was agreed to as follows: 

S. RES. 194 
Whereas Arbor Day was founded on April 

10, 1872, to recognize the importance of 
planting trees; 

Whereas Arbor Day is a time to recognize 
the importance of trees and an opportunity 
for communities to gather and plant for a 
greener future; 

Whereas Arbor Day is observed in all 50 
States and across the world; 

Whereas participating in Arbor Day activi-
ties promotes civic participation and high-
lights the importance of planting and caring 
for trees and vegetation; 

Whereas such activities provide an oppor-
tunity to convey to future generations the 
value of land and stewardship; 

Whereas working forests have contributed 
to an increase in the number of trees planted 
in the United States and are sustainably 
managed, with less than 2 percent of working 
forests nationally harvested each year; 

Whereas a key factor in preventing forest 
conversion and deforestation is keeping for-
ests productive; 

Whereas working forests are a critical part 
of a nature-based solution to climate change, 
and by providing a continuous cycle of grow-
ing, harvesting, and replanting, active forest 
management maximizes the ability to se-
quester and store carbon and improves forest 
resilience; 

Whereas private forests play an important 
role in conserving at-risk and declining spe-
cies, and collaborative conservation efforts 
can benefit species while also helping to 
keep forests as forests; 

Whereas sustainably grown wood can be 
used in a wide variety of resilient infrastruc-
ture and building applications—from tradi-
tional timber framing to high-tech mass 
timber—and as a natural, renewable, and 
biodegradable material, the significant use 
of wood building materials in buildings and 
bridges helps decrease global carbon emis-
sions; 

Whereas the Arbor Day Foundation and 
the Tree City USA program have been com-
mitted to greening cities and towns across 
the country since 1976, and in that time, 
more than 3,400 communities have made the 
commitment to becoming a Tree City USA; 

Whereas Tree City USA communities are 
home to more than 143,000,000 people in the 
United States who are dedicated to core 
standards of sound urban forestry manage-
ment and who dedicate resources and time to 
urban forestry initiatives, which helps make 
their communities and our country a better 
place to live; 

Whereas National Arbor Day is observed on 
the last Friday of April each year; and 

Whereas April 30, 2021, marks the 149th an-
niversary of Arbor Day: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) recognizes April 30, 2021, as ‘‘National 

Arbor Day’’; 
(2) celebrates the 149th anniversary of 

Arbor Day; 
(3) supports the goals and ideals of Na-

tional Arbor Day; and 
(4) encourages the people of the United 

States to participate in National Arbor Day 
activities. 

f 

KIDS TO PARKS DAY 
Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Mr. President, 

I ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the consideration of S. 
Res. 228, submitted earlier today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 228) designating May 

15, 2021, as ‘‘Kids to Parks Day’’. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to proceeding to the meas-
ure? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. I ask unani-
mous consent that the resolution be 
agreed to, that the preamble be agreed 
to, and that the motions to reconsider 
be considered made and laid upon the 
table with no intervening or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 228) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
(The resolution, with its preamble, is 

printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub-
mitted Resolutions.’’) 

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. I suggest the 
absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

S. 1260 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, in my 

lifetime, China has gone from a poor 
and isolated country to now account-
ing for nearly 20 percent of global gross 
domestic product. There is no doubt 
that the ingenuity of the Chinese peo-
ple has contributed to this success, but 
we know the driving force behind this 
dramatic rise is the aggressiveness of 
the Chinese Communist Party. Its aims 
can be summed up with four R’s: resist, 
reduce, replace, and reorder. 

China resists American economic in-
fluence by manipulating American 
businesses and industries and stealing 
intellectual property. It reduces inter-
nal dissent and free expression of ideas 
through mass surveillance and censor-
ship of its own people, and it seeks to 
exert its power and influence in the 
United States. The Chinese Communist 
Party intends to replace America as 
the world’s technology leader through 
the Made in China 2025 initiative, 
which seeks to achieve Chinese domi-
nance in high-tech manufacturing. Fi-
nally, it hopes to reorder international 
norms and institutions around itself. 
That is their vision. That is their 
strategy. That is their plan. 

Now, the Chinese Communist Party’s 
ruling strategy can best be described as 
‘‘win at all costs.’’ In other words, they 
do not play by the same rules we do. 
And make no mistake, these ambitions 
paint an alarming picture for the 
United States and our allies. 

Former Attorney General Bill Barr 
said last year: ‘‘It is clear that the 
PRC,’’ or People’s Republic of China, 
‘‘seeks not merely to join the ranks of 
other advanced industrial economies, 
but to replace them altogether.’’ 

In everything from electric cars to 
advanced robotics, to artificial intel-
ligence, China aspires to lead global 
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production and to dominate global pro-
duction, and they are throwing serious 
money into the effort to get China 
there. China is expected to spend $1.4 
trillion by 2025 covering investments in 
everything from 5G to artificial intel-
ligence. 

This is not the time for the United 
States to be complacent, to sit back 
and watch the Chinese Communist 
Party pursue tech domination. By the 
time it has made significant progress, 
we would be too late. We need to take 
action now to ensure that our economy 
and our military can continue to 
outcompete China, and that is pre-
cisely what we can achieve through the 
Endless Frontier Act. 

As Leader MCCONNELL said, a robust 
amendment process will be critical to 
this piece of legislation. As I was dis-
cussing with Senator SCHUMER this 
morning, for most Members, this 1,500- 
page substitute bill landed on their 
desks just a little bit earlier this week, 
so it is going to take a little time for 
us to understand and to digest the 
complexity and the ambitions, really, I 
should say, of this bill. 

In the coming days, I hope the Sen-
ate will vote on amendments from 
Members on both sides that will 
strengthen this legislation and ensure 
that it addresses the broad range of 
strategic threats we are facing. 

One of the most urgent priorities is 
to secure the supply chains of our most 
important products. We really learned 
that from the pandemic. When the 
COVID–19 virus hit, starting in China 
and then spreading around the world, 
we learned that China made most of 
the personal protective equipment in 
the world, and thus we were competing 
with China and other parts of the world 
to get access to the personal protective 
equipment that our first responders, 
our frontline healthcare workers, and 
others needed in order to be safe. That 
was one of the first signs that our sup-
ply chains may be vulnerable. 

But before any piece of technology 
becomes usable for its audience, it in-
cludes parts and pieces and materials 
that literally come from around the 
world. This was the theory of 
globalization: Go wherever this product 
can be produced the least expensively. 
But we didn’t count on pandemics. We 
didn’t count on natural disasters. We 
didn’t count on the potential for mili-
tary conflict to jeopardize the avail-
ability of these essential products. Re-
gardless of where a product is finally 
assembled and packaged, each of those 
individual pieces is key to protecting 
the supply chains of our most valuable 
assets. 

Right now, supply chains for every-
thing from cars and cell phones to mis-
sile defense, to communication sys-
tems are at risk because of one tiny 
piece of technology called a semicon-
ductor or a microelectric chip. It goes 
by numerous names. 

I have shown a floor chart pre-
viously, and I will probably bring it out 
again sometime here before we are 

through, but the fact is, the United 
States relies heavily on other countries 
for these essential advanced semi-
conductors. 

Nearly 90 percent of those chips are 
made by companies in Southeast Asia, 
including Taiwan. As a matter of fact, 
Taiwan alone produces 63 percent of 
the world’s advanced semiconductors, 
and we depend on that sole source for 
these most advanced microchips. One 
company, Taiwan Semiconductor, ac-
counted for more than half of the total 
foundry revenues last year, and, as I 
said, companies in Taiwan control 63 
percent of the market. 

If for any reason that supply chain 
was cut off, it would lead to very, very 
serious economic and security con-
sequences across our entire economy. 
In recent months, we have gotten a 
glimpse of what this might look like, 
particularly when it comes to our car 
manufacturing capacity. 

At the beginning of the pandemic, 
automaker suppliers predicted a drop 
in car sales, and so they canceled their 
orders for semiconductor chips. Semi-
conductor manufacturers replaced the 
auto chip capacity with other in-de-
mand products, like chips for personal 
computers that kept kids learning 
while they were at home or chips that 
went into ventilators to keep COVID–19 
patients alive. But American con-
sumers kept buying cars at 
prepandemic rates, and the carmakers 
needed to make up for the chips to 
meet that demand. Unfortunately, re-
storing the production of auto chips is 
not a quick or easy process. There is a 
long lead time, in fact, to manufac-
turing a single chip, which can take up 
to 6 months. 

Although chipmakers are filling auto 
chip orders, we are still likely to face a 
shortage that may last throughout the 
summer. In response, some automakers 
have removed certain technology and 
extra features, like GPS, from vehicles 
in order to reduce the number of chips 
they need. Others have cut production 
across the board and laid off some of 
their workforce. But as bad as that 
may sound, it could be much, much 
worse. 

The squeeze we are feeling now is 
more or less the result of a backlog, 
and we have every expectation that in 
a few months, things will return to 
normal. But what if, instead of a de-
crease in supply due to increased de-
mand, the supply was cut off entirely? 
This is not some fictional doomsday 
scenario; it is a real possibility. Our de-
pendence on other countries for these 
chips could leave us in a very vulner-
able position if access were suddenly 
cut off or restricted. 

Unlike the supply chain shortages we 
experienced at the start of the pan-
demic for things like PPE, hand sani-
tizer, and the like, there is no quick fix 
here. In order to build a single chip, 
you need very expensive and highly ad-
vanced equipment. You need the 
skilled workforce. And, as I said before, 
you need quite a bit of time because it 

can take months to build a single chip, 
and that is assuming you have the fa-
cility and all the equipment ready to 
go. 

A couple of weeks ago, I met with ex-
ecutives in Dallas who represent a full 
range of businesses and industries im-
pacted by the current chip shortage. 
An executive at Qorvo talked about 
how the process of building a new chip 
fabrication facility isn’t just expen-
sive; it is time-consuming. It can take 
years to receive all of the high-func-
tioning equipment necessary to build 
advanced microchips. Building a found-
ry is a huge undertaking that requires 
a massive investment. A single foundry 
where these advanced semiconductors 
are built can cost upwards of $10 to $20 
billion—$10 to $20 billion. Indeed, that 
is the reason why we are so reliant on 
Taiwan, because it is a low-cost pro-
vider. Again, we made the mistake of 
thinking that cost was the only thing 
that mattered, as opposed to depend-
ability of our supply chain. So there is 
a clear need to bolster our domestic 
semiconductor manufacturing. 

The United States is not the only 
country that sees the handwriting on 
the wall. Other parts of the world, from 
South Korea to China itself, to the Eu-
ropean Union, are investing billions of 
dollars in new manufacturing capacity. 
Right now, as I speak, there is one 
semiconductor foundry being planned 
for Arizona by Taiwan Semiconductor. 
China is building 17 while we are just 
getting started to build 1. 

As I said, the European Union is in-
vesting huge amounts of money, about 
$35 billion; South Korea is investing $65 
billion; and China is investing a whop-
ping $150 billion in semiconductor man-
ufacturing. Other countries around the 
world recognize the risks to their econ-
omy and their national security given 
the current semiconductor manufac-
turing landscape. 

Our competitors are pouring tens of 
billions of dollars into boosting their 
supplies, and the United States needs 
to do likewise, which is why Senator 
WARNER, the Senator from Virginia, 
and I introduced CHIPS for America 
Act last year. The premise of this legis-
lation is straightforward: to create a 
Federal incentive program to encour-
age chip manufacturing here in the 
U.S. of A. Rather than rely on manu-
facturers in Taiwan or China or com-
pete against other countries for the 
limited supply of chips worldwide, let’s 
bolster the supply of American-made 
semiconductors. This way, we can se-
cure our most critical supply chains, 
create thousands of well-paying Amer-
ican jobs, and boost our global com-
petitiveness by supplying made-in- 
America chips to our friends and allies 
around the world. 

We weren’t alone in thinking this is 
a good idea. In fact, when we consid-
ered the authorization for this CHIPS 
for America Act in the Defense author-
ization bill last December, it passed 
with a vote of 96 to 4. So it is clear that 
the entire Senate understands the 
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gravity of this issue and its impor-
tance. That authorization became law 
in January, and now we have the job of 
fully funding these programs so they 
can actually get to work turning over 
dirt and getting these foundries off the 
ground. 

The strong support for this legisla-
tion on a bipartisan basis shows that 
this is a priority for a majority of the 
Members of this body. There is no rea-
son these funding programs shouldn’t 
be bipartisan too. 

We are already seeing divisions about 
provisions related to the payment of a 
prevailing wage, so-called Davis-Bacon 
provisions, which is, frankly, dividing 
us, which is a moot issue given the cur-
rent wages of U.S. semiconductor man-
ufacturing companies. It is a nonissue 
for them. Yet some of our Democratic 
colleagues decided to insert this divi-
sive issue in this underlying Endless 
Frontier bill. 

We should not allow unnecessary or 
purely political provisions to weaken 
our strong support to our consensus 
commitment to deal with these vulner-
able supply chains. I am committed to 
securing funding to bolster our domes-
tic semiconductor manufacturing, and 
there have been a lot of conversations 
about the most effective way to do so. 
But let me be clear. The Davis-Bacon 
provisions inserted into the committee 
markup in the Endless Frontier bill is 
jeopardizing this funding. 

I hope our friends on the other side of 
the aisle will work with us in good 
faith to come up with a compromise 
that allows this funding to pass with 
broad bipartisan support, just like the 
CHIPS for America Act. There is a 
clear and present need and, I might 

say, a clear and present danger to the 
United States. 

We need to bolster our domestic 
semiconductor manufacturing and se-
cure one of our most vulnerable supply 
chains. As I said, this is a matter of 
both our economic and national secu-
rity and something far too important 
to fall prey to partisan jockeying. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Mr. President, 

I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

SIGNING AUTHORITY 

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Mr. President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the sen-
ior Senator from Nevada and the junior 
Senator from Virginia be authorized to 
sign duly enrolled bills or joint resolu-
tions from May 20, 2021, through May 
24, 2021. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ORDERS FOR MONDAY, MAY 24, 
2021 

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Mr. President, 
I ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn until 3 p.m., Monday, May 24; 
that following the prayer and pledge, 
the morning hour be deemed expired, 
the Journal of proceedings be approved 
to date, the time for the two leaders be 

reserved for their use later in the day, 
and morning business be closed; fur-
ther, that upon the conclusion of morn-
ing business, the Senate resume consid-
eration of Calendar No. 58, S. 1260; that 
at 5:30 p.m., the Senate proceed to ex-
ecutive session to resume consider-
ation of Executive Calendar No. 117, 
Chiquita Brooks-LaSure, to be Admin-
istrator of the Centers for Medicare 
and Medicaid Services; finally, that the 
cloture motions filed during today’s 
session of the Senate ripen at 5:30 p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY, 
MAY 24, 2021, AT 3 P.M. 

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Mr. President, 
if there is no further business to come 
before the Senate, I ask unanimous 
consent that it stand adjourned under 
the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 4:40 p.m., adjourned until Monday, 
May 24, 2021, at 3 p.m. 

f 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY BOARD 

JENNIFER L. HOMENDY, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE CHAIRMAN 
OF THE NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY BOARD 
FOR A TERM OF THREE YEARS, VICE ROBERT L. 
SUMWALT III. 

IN THE ARMY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

LT. GEN. RANDY A. GEORGE 
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